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Application/Control Number: 08/998,507 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3744 

The "Reply Brief filed 03/20/2007 (responding to the examiner's letter of 
03/12/2007) has been entered and considered. The application has been forwarded to 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences for decision on the appeal. 
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REPLY BRIEF 



Sir: 



This is a Reply Brief responsive to the Supplemental Examiners' Answer mailed 
on January 9, 2007. Pursuant to 37 CFR 41.50(a)(2)(ii), the appellant hereby maintains 
the present appeal in the above-referenced matter. 

While the examiner failed to identify the Miscellaneous Statement submitted on 
January 9, 2007 as a Supplemental Examiner's Answer, as a written response to the 
Boards' remand, under 37 CFR 41 .50(a)(2), it must be taken as such. 

I. THE REMAND 

The Board remanded to the examiner with two options, the Examiner choosing 
the second option, to identify structure from appellant's disclosure for performing the 
function of the "means for regulating. ." recitation, and where it is found in the 
specification. Additionally, the Board required the examiner to re-explain Johannsen, 
referencing structure alleged to correspond to the structure the examiner identifies from 
appellant's disclosure. 

In the remand, the Board stated: "Appellant has not pointed to any disclosure that 
room temperature is varied in correspondence to the selected room temperature, much 
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